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Cimmussioner Mchael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmssioner Michael J. Copp. 

As a broadcast television viewer and consumer of electromcs and computer products, I urge the Federal 
Communications Commission to vote against the adoption of a "broadcast flag." I am outraged that the FCC- 
would consider a regulauon would restrict the way I enjoy television. 

The broadcast flag is neither in my interest nor rhe public's interest. It will prevent me kom watching &@tal 
broadcast television inthe ways I currently enjoy analog broadcaa television-for example. it w~ll restrict m y  
ability to move the video I have recorded for personal viewing l?om room-to-room and place-to-place 

The broadcast flap will also lock out my computer as a way to watch my favorite shows using my choice of- 
software on a plane or a a i n  or to send a television clip of a high school football game to family and friend5 

Ftuthermore, if computers cannot k l y  receive digital television, how can I expect creative developers to 
tliscover new devices that enable me to use contem in exciting ways I haven't even thought of? I value 
innovative devices like TiVo, ReplayTV and the Windows Media Center PC, which emst today because they 
were built to open standards using inexpensive, off-the-shelfcomputer parts. 

If the move to digtal televisiondoes mt make the public's viewing experience more enjoyable. flexible. and 
exciting, what compellmg reason do I have as a consumer to buy new d~gital television equipment'? A piettier 
picture is hardly enough reason for me to dispense with all my current consumer electronics and computer 
equipment. As a ciuzen and viewer of broadcast television I urge you to promote the digital television 
transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

latc110 

1 



Chuck Coxhead 
109 Knsta court 
Chalfont. PA 1U914 

Commissioner Michael I. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
44.5 12th Street, NW 
Wadngton. D.C. 20554 

D w  Conmissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American coflsumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flap". I am writing to join them 

hiposing h s  on the development of open source software for a given purpose only serves to restrlct the 
nwketplace As the current marketplace IS domnated by 1 company, these actlons by the FCC would. in my 
opimim support inonopolisuc practices. 

We are a counuy built on freedom and capitalism Your efforts to protect the broadcasting companies nlay 
oRer a brief stumbling block bur history has proven the power of fieedom and capitalism 

The FCC and those who would lobby for this decisionare incredibly naive to believe that us of these evolving 
technologies will not require an evolution of their business model. as well. 

There are more ways to innovate than just using microchips. 

Sincerely. 

Chuck Coxhead 
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Shawn De cesarl 
14 Sabra Street 
Cranston, RI 029 10 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicatlons Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washmgton. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Mchael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"bioatlcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I ani ilnable to receive digtal television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feden1 Computer Control" which is outside Its 
prowr role It I S  not the FCCs plaw to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
t h t  consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harin innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their convibutions and constant 
tnnovation is what makes operrsource software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwdulators and demodulators, preventing openrource programmers from innovating in field of digtal 
cornmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
trlrbision progratnnling. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a e 
able to watch TV, consumm will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making i t  illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to 
promote the d q t a l  television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Shawn De Cesari 
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Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmumcations Commission 
445 12th Street, N W  
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J. Copps. 

hi my opuuon. actions that stop open source code construction and use is 

slowing down the amount of development per timeslice during the period 

oftinie hnmamty has got to make a life 

Generally speaking, 1 think the belief III the market economy hns to be 

ievisal. There may be other market mechanisms speeding up the development 

ofwhtever facilities we need to survive. The individuals tbat won't 

take these nlatters into consideration are selfish and probably suffering 

fioni low morale. M yes, the opposite IS  also correct 

I resem standpoints which clearly promotes indviduaUorgaoisationa1 

em ichment or refuse to take into consideration, what's best for 

the nlajority of l iv ing  creatures. The broadcast flag is just another 

MI m the coffin m which we will bury our eficiency on the altar 

of"Oh God, make nie richer". 

h -ke t ing  force my ass, these guys are jllst plain stupid 

if they thmk that theu personal goals are m line with what's best 

fbr the lest ofthe world. Now, I do know that they are not stupid. 

So the only thq lefi govermng their actions IS low morale. 

Sorry I'm murdering the English language bur whar can I do ... 

Sincerely. 

per funke 
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Conmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Conununications Commission 
445 12th street N w  
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Alec M Singer 
1030 Setirn Ceen 
999 House 
p-RI 

Dear Conmussioner Michael J Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broxlcast flag". I a m  witing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will n i m  I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag WII make the F E  stand for "Federal Computer control" which IS outside its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digitdl television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlditionally, adcptlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB ml QAh4 
niodiilaton and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from mnovating in field of diptal 
comniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to (Lo more with 
relevision pro~anuning. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch 7V. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view diptal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of d i ~ t a l  television in addition to making it illegal tn 
watch digital television M a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

QUIT LETTING THESE MEDIA ASSHOLES CONTROL OUR LIVES ! ! ! 

Sincerely. 

Alac M Singer 
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Kun Stephens 
SIR3 Pinelre Drive 
Delray Beach FL 33484 

Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
415 12th Street, NW 
Wastungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conuiussionzr Michael 3 Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed theu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adomon of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that amstuners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Aclrlitiona~y. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their mnuibutions and constmt 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niodulators ml demodulators, preventing open-source prognmmers fiom innovating in field of digital 
conunimcations techques tis4 by television. 

Most Americans asstuned that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television propamming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
ahle to watch W ,  consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in additionto malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Kim Stephens 
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Srini Palthepu 
228 Cortez C'I 
Naperville IL 60563 

Comnussioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicat~ons Commission 
44s 12th Street, Nw 
Washington. D C. 20554 

Dear Conmissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed theiu opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  witing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside I ~ S  

proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
thrlt consumers must use in order to watch digital television brmdcast on their computers. 

Atlclitionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conizibutions and constant 
innovatron is w h t  makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban gen-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwdulators and demodulators, preventing open-wurce programmers from innovating in field of digital 
comniiuucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new p r h s  and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watchTV. c o n s ~ r s  will be less inclinedto invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer .sing opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sinerely. 

Srmi Palthepu 
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Brian Walsh 
PO Box 3 13 

Barrington IL 6001 1 
- 

Comrmssioner Mchael J. C o p p s  
Federal Commwcations Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Conmlissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
wiLI mean I am unable to receive digital television hroadwrrs on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It IS not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their conwibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the M?AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodulators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovaung in field of digtal 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch W. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pi-oniote the distal television m i t i o n  by oppsing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Brian Walsh 

1 
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November 5, 2003 

Commlssloner Mlchael J Copps 
Federal Communlcatlons Comrnlsslon 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washlngton, D C 20554 

Dear Mlchael Copps, 

I am wrltlng to volce my opposblon to any FCC-mandated adoptlon of"bmdcast flag" technology for dlgltal televlslon AS a 
consumer and cklzen, I feel strongly that such a pollcy would be bad tor Innmtlon. consumer rlghts, and the ultlmate 
adoprlon a( DTV 

A robust eompetttke market Tor consumer electrnnkr must be rooted In manufacturer# ablllty to Innovate Tor rhelr 
customers Allowlng movle studlor to veto features of DTV-receptlon equlprnent wlll enable the studios to tell technologltts 
what new products they can create Thls wlll result In produrn that don't necessarlly reflect what consumers llke me 
acrually m n t .  and tt could rewlt  In me belng charged more money b r  In(erlor functlonalb 

It the FCC Issues a broadcast ?lag mandate, I would aehrally be less llkely ta make an Investment In DTV-capable recetvers 
and other equlpment I WIII not pay more (or deVlce8 that llrnb my rlghts at the behest of Hollywood Please do not mandate 
broadcast flag technology for d lgh l  tdevislon Thank you tor your tlme 

sincerely, 

Davld Wllson 
4750 St Marc Ct 
Fernandlna Beach, FL 32034 
USA 



George Amdt 
3 1550 Fillmore Rd 
New Gulisle, IN46552 

Conlmissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Comniucations Commission 
445 12th Street. N w  
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of Anlerican c o n s m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I a m  writing to join them. As a user of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside Its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the sofpare licenses or computer opratlng systena 
tlmt consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adgtion of the broadcast flag wlll hann innovation. Many users (including myself) of 
open-source software are computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the sohare ,  as well 
as our country's economic strength Our contributions and constant movation are what make open-source 
soflware able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
moduilators and demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of dig~tal 
communjcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making ut illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource sohare .  It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television W i t i o n  by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Having a PhD in Conlputer Science. I would be free to offer my statements before any subcomnuttee as 
appropriate. 

Sincrrely 

George Amdt 

1 



Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th street. N w  
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Jason Ballard 
5400 W Parmer Ln 
Awtiq Tx 78727 

Dear Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have  already expressed their ornosition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag" I m writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proplr role. It IS not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers mist use morder to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constait 
illnovation is w h t  makes open-source software able to compete inthe marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovatlng in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programmmg, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watchTV, consu~ne~r will he less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digml televislon In addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Si nczrel y . 
Jason Ballard 

1 



Bob Radvanovsky 
1706 Millbrook Court 
Geneva, IL 60134 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Conmucations Commission 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dmr Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American comuniers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a mer of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to e5ectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adopuon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software ale 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovabon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and (2- 
modulators am1 demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of tllgital 
commucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the qtupment to view digtal television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the dgta l  television transition by opposing adoption ofthe broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bob Radvanovsky 

1 



Leif Ecksen 
412 Rides Run 
Lake in the Hills, IL 60156 

Conmussloner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Conunun~catiom Commission 
445 12th Street. Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps. 

Thousands of Anlerican c~nstumrs have already expressed their oppsitlon to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of o p e n s o m e  software, adoption of the broadcast tlap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS outside its 
proper role. It IS  not the FCC's place to effemvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systena 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer prognmnxm and "tinkerers" who work to unprove the software. Their conwibutions and constant 
innovation is what nlakes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers h m  innovating in field of digital 
communications techmques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television becarre digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new producis and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less mlined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you tu 
promote the digital television tramition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Leif Ericksen 

1 



Bmxton E3eyer 
PO Box 92952 
Austin 'lX 78709 

Commissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street, NW 
Washngton D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnrssioner Mchael J Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing mjoin them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Feded Camputer Control'' which is outside its 
proper role. It IS not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation Many users of open-source software air 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu conmibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing open-ource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
conmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consuniers are 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Bnxton Beyer 

1 



Michael Brummit 
1 050 %crest St #2 
Golden, co 80401 

Conmissioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Communicafions Commission 
44.5 12th Street, N W  
Washington. D.C. 20554 

D a y  Comnussiimer Michael J. Copps 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressedtheir opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software xe 
computer progranuners and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Theu conimbutions and constant 
innovauon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag d e  advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
inodulators and demodulators, preventlng opensource programmers €-om innovating in field of &@a1 
conunucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assunied that when television k a m e  digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television propanmng,  not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers ale 
ahle to watch 1V. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefixe. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal t o  
watch digiral television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
pronwte the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Mchael Brununit 

1 



Dominick Bruno Jr. 
I 3 1 I Central Avenue 
Highland Park NJ 08904 

Comnussioner Mchael J. Cows 
Federal Comniun~cauons Comrmssion 
445 12th Street NW 
Washington, D C.  20554 

Dear Comssioner Michael I. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systens 
ttmt consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Addtionally. adoptlon of the broadcast flag will ham1 innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer progranmers and "tmkerers" who work to improve the software. Thelr mnWibutions and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplacr 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators anrl demodulators. preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of dgital 
cornmumcations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming. not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a i r  
able to watch TV, c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view dig td  television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

SI ncerel y , 

Donunick Brimno Jr. 

1 



Cody Bryant 
128 Tiger Lilly LN 
Bumsville, NC 28714 

Commissioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Cornmucations Commission 
44.5 12th street, Nw 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of open-ource software. adoption of the broadcast flap 
will mean I ani unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proplr role. It I S  not the FCC's place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
coniputer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software, Their contributions and constant 
innovauon is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers hrn innovating in field of digital 
ctinmunxatiom techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progamming, not less. Without lnnovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch 7v. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view dgta l  television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in adduon to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is  for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the distal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Cody Bryant 

1 



Jason Voegele 
40 Cemetery h d g e  
AF 47 
Fort Thms. Ky 41075 

Comrmssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications C m s s i o n  
44.5 12th street. Nw 
Wastungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Comnussioner Michael J. Copps 

Thixisands of American consumers have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"lmadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will  mean I mi unable to receive digital television broadcasts onmy computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which IS  outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consurners must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adoption ofthe broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their connibmiom and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will baa open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulaton and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers fi-om movating in field of distal 
commmcations techniques ised by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television kcanle digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television progmuning, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers u e  
able to watch TV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view drgtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource sohare. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sinczrely, 

Jason Vcegele 
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Bruce Miller 
11201-DPear'Iree Way 
Columbia, MD 21044 

Comssioner Micbael J. Cows 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th Street. NW 
Waslungton, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael 5. Copps: 

Thousands of American consurmsrs have  already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcast flag". I am writing to join them As a mer of open-source software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
propr role It is not the FCC's place to effectlvely choose the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoptlon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software at. 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their coni5bution.s and constant 
innovation is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MF'AA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
niocllators and demodulators. prevent- opensource programmers from innovaung in field of digtal 
comurucations techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new proclllcts and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch TV,  consume^^ will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to malung it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Bruce Miller 
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Rick Hendrix 
4.508 S .  Elm Ave 
Broken Arrow. OK 74012 

Cixnnussioner Michael J. Cows 
Federal Conunmcatmns Comss lon  
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American consumers have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoptlon ofa 
"broadcast flag". I a m  witing to join them As a user of opensource sohare, adoption of the broadcast klag 
will mean I am unable to receive digid television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for " F e h l  Computer Control" whch is outsude Its 
proper role It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating system 
that consumers must use m order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally. adghon of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer proganmm-s and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
innovatmn is what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nlodulators and demodulators, preventing opensource progrmmrs from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television programming, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers a1-e 
able to watch TV, consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to i t  lllepal to 
watch digital television on a computer using opensource sofhvare. It is for these reasons 1 urge you to 
promote the digital television uansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely , 

h c k  Hendrix 
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Brian Ristuccia - KBlIRS 
0 Sharon St. 
Tewksbury. MA 01876-3233 

Coiiuiu ssioner Mchael J Copps 
Federal Commucauons Comnussion 
445 12th Street, N W  
Waslungton. D C. 20S54 

Dear Comnussioner Mchael J. Copps. 

Thousands of American consumers have already 

expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption 

o f a  "broadcast flag". I am wnting to join them 

As a developer of open-source software, and an 

anwteur rado operator, the broadcast flag will 

nuke  it impossible for me to collaborate with 

my wers whle also comply with open-soire 

s o H w a ~ e  license reqiiuenlents ~ N I  the FCC riles. 

Since I would not be able to h e l y  share the 

so~uce code and designs behind my work while 

also conlplying with the broadcast flag 

iqiorenients. it would he dfficult for me to 

collaborate with other hobbyists. I would also 

have to start from scratch to avoid licensing 

Iproblena with eusting Free cotle for video 

plowssing. display. and tuner control All of 

these existing progams require that derivative 

W I I  ks be released under an opensource license. 

soniethng that the broadcast flag rules propose 

1 not be allowed to do. With the broadcast flag, 
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the effort r e q u i d  to produce my own software 

foi digital television would be enormous. The 

broadcast flag requirement will effectively 

preclude me f?om workmg on niy own digital 

television software or hardware 

Currently I eqoy the ability to work on 

software which receives. records, and replays 

television signals, using off the shelf add-in 

TV receiver cards and f?-eely available software. 

With the special pemssions granted by my 

annteur radio license, I can even m m i t  my own 

analog television signals for experimental and 

convIitmcatmn purposes. With the change to 

digital television and the broadcast flap. 

rhese abilities will go away. I'll be f o r d  

to use expensive dedicated hardware or 

complicated ilnd expensive proprietary software 

which I ani unable to custonuze to suit my 

personal preferences or for use on the amateur 

radio bands. The costs may be significant 

enough to cilue me to forgo digital television 

altogether. 

Malung it difficult or unpssible for users 

of open-source computer systems to use digital 

television will not spread the adoption of 

digital tzlevision. In fact, it will do the 
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opposite by mcreasing costs, complexity, and 

fixcing developers to reimplement rather than 

reuse existing open-source technology. We can - 

anti should -do without the broadcast flag. 

Please oppose the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely. 

Brian Ristuccla - KBlIRS 
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Nils Johnson 
100 Haven Ave. #IOA 
New Yo& NY 10032 

Commissioner Michael J. w s  
Federal Communications Commisslon 
445 12th Street. NW 
Washington, D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Thousands of American c o m m r s  have already expressed their opposition to the FCCs adoption of a 
"bioadcast flag". I ani writing to join them As a user of opensource software. adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I a m  unable to receive digital television broadcasts on my computer. 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" whch is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively choose the software licenses or computer operating systenls 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Additionally, adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of open-source software are 
computer programmers and "tinkerers" who work to improve the software. Their contributions and constant 
tnnovauon IS what makes open-source software able to compete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban cpen-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
modulators and demodulators, preventing openTource programmers from innovating in field ofdlg~tal 
comniunications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital. viewers would be able to do more with 
television progpmming, not less. Without innovative new produrrs and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watch W. c o n s m r s  will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digital television 
Therefore. the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer using open-source software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digjtal television transition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Sincerely, 

Ni ls  Johnson 
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Vincent De Benedetto 
2 Forest Cawt 
Passaic, NJ 07055 

Comssioner Michael J. Copps 
Federal Communications Commission 
445 12th sweet, Nw 
Washington. D.C. 20554 

Dear Commissioner Michael J. Copps: 

Greebngs, 

Thousands of American consumers har already expressed their o m i t i o n  the FCCs adoption of a 
"broadcan flag". I am writing to jointhem As a user of opensource software, adoption of the broadcast flag 
will mean I am unable to receive dig~tal television broadcasts onmy computer 

Adopting the broadcast flag will make the FCC stand for "Federal Computer Control" which is outside its 
proper role. It is not the FCCs place to effectively chmse the software licenses or computer operating systems 
that consumers must use in order to watch digital television broadcast on their computers. 

Atlditionally. adoption of the broadcast flag will harm innovation. Many users of opensource software are 
computer p r o g r m r s  and "tinkerers" who work to improve the soha re .  Their connibutions and constant 
innovahon is what makes qen-source sohare  able to wmpete in the marketplace. 

The broadcast flag rule advocated by the MPAA will ban open-source implementations of VSB and QAM 
nwNators and demodulators, preventing opensource programmers from innovating in field of digital 
communications techniques used by television. 

Most Americans assumed that when television became digital, viewers would be able to do more wlth 
television programnung, not less. Without innovative new products and flexibility in the ways consumers are 
able to watchTV. consumers will be less inclined to invest in the equipment to view digtal television 
Therefore, the broadcast flag is likely to slow adoption of digital television in addition to making it illegal to 
watch digital television on a computer Using opensource software. It is for these reasons I urge you to 
promote the digital television hansition by opposing adoption of the broadcast flag. 

Regards. 

Vince De Benedetto 

ww.NonDigital .org 

Sincerely. 

Vmcent De Benedetto 
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